Dear ^in, 1l/U/**5 

What ^hunir a* >nt you is intonating. I didn't know that Canada has passed 
any kind of act# I oup.jose they still Imvo tho official aocrot3 act# About a docude 
ago some broadcast journalists thoro were intoro3tod in duplicating something like 
our iX)lA and thou \rer in touch with do but 1 d hoard nothing since# 

A you'll noe, I heard fron l ,1 it;vp.bban today for tho first tins in months and 
I've replied at length# 

I do not recall seeing either of the records ^<anftel copied for tie* I presume 
both oro fron ticklers. r fhn first in t o only one with what can be taken as filing 
notations and if it is that, I can only ’.condor what 9524-441 con noun. I al3o wonder 
wheytjjoro was connemiation to all those divisions for only one day of work prior 
to 12/5/b3f the first regular working day after the JIT C assassination# 

T)w? Hoover 6/ 20/bO nemo on hia convonuition with Ibicisoy Clark iiloo is of sons 
interest, on it night also bo to you in tto litigation because of tho psurious claine 
to exemption, which u roen ought recall ar j entirely unjustified and include what w*is 
mde public domain in C.A. 7J>-1996. Why in the world would they spend time and 
oon^y to withhold Art Hones' none on page 1? Or anything about Idn? In context I 
can t soo any legitimate bl dim on this jvigo. But Ho over comment 3, forgetting hia 
o ffTreoord, tliat ^moa made statements against K1ACI 

Pago 2, graf 3* Hoover could son Hay's money as coning from a bonk robbery but 
when exhaustive efforts foiled to connect hiia with tiny, liow }v? could he or Clark 
fail to wonder whether Hay's money wan coning fron sonoone or none group, i.e#, 
about evidence of a conspiracy? 

i 

When they talk about ^uy a extradition, Hoover ilidn t let even the AG know tliat 
it was imminent, perliapa already started# 

You might want to look at wliat was to have been witlihfcld on p#3, including by 
claosif ientiono , for the litigation# It i.evor qyalifiod and it was all disclosed to 
mo ly VfJQ and probably earlier, (reviewed 5/2e/c>2, not for you) In context on thto next 
png8 I Ciinftt eeo any justifiable 71) and sunpect it is something that might bo 
embarrassing to tho FHL, from JDoovor# And on 5 they withhold tho disclosed and in tho 
papers names of V3L agents# Also disclosed in 1996# <jkL if in tho next g af **oover 
said only lint ho raprooento, rather than reflecting iSay^s astuteness in getting those 
Canadian names (fgur r&tlier tlian thezio tJiroo), could any^inventigator overlook tlm 
probability that **ey did not do it and would not have been able to, i#o#, conspiracy? 

In tho next graf , conspiracy again, tliere is nothing in the Fill records roll acting 
that Hoy knew King was to speak in .^ioiaphis when he started out. 

Nothing roally exciting. I'll filo tliis in ray con piracy folder of my working 
file if you wrlt«? mo about it, so please remind mo. 

a'u also :3urprijxxi tliat in £ill this time ^anf tol ha found so little tliat could 
inteivst no. Pleaso fill hia in on what I'm interested in as 'now credence" so lie 
can roco#iiJ5e wliat I might bo able to use# Have you thoiight about oua^stiiig to bud 
that ho s*md **ob up' to soo wliat I have ami ho it is arraiiged? I can meet tlio bun 
and deliver him to it and he can spond that 1 1/4 hrs reading, so ha won't lose 
much time. % might also w/uit to road this now Kosenko stuff, little an it ia of 
real value, because it does have current values# 

If you have in slxjrt form what x need to kno « to stiot to the rules in filing 

an aj joal would you please ruj.wa.iber it. I've written you about this and wo spoko about 

it when I was down to see tho surgeon# .Iso for n potitiin cert. I want to be able 

to think about tlmno tilings and to at least begin drafting; what A vi.;iiali/x3 an n fairly 

sliort appeal* But I want to bo within tin? rules. I will limit myself to^tho judgetaoent 

anil to procuring it by tlv^ urkLenicd deloriios. Pleaso th'jilc ^ob for mo. eat, 

v 


